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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 18 January 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. On pages 6-7 of the Response, Applicant asserts that Tayloe does not disclose a 
"stored priority table containing] prioritized arrangement of cooperation between the SIM cards 
and their respective compatible service providers." Examiner agrees, which is why Examiner 
combined Tayloe with Applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA). In response to applicant's 
arguments against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Simply, it is the combination of Tayloe and AAPA, not Tayloe 
individually, that teaches storing a prioritized arrangement of cooperation in the table rather than 
a prioritized arrangement of service providers. 

2. On page 7 of the Response, Applicant additionally asserts that "Tayloe is different from 
the present application" since in the present application "the telephone does not select the service 
provider ("best network") and the suitable SIM card is switched according to the priorities." 
Again, Examiner agrees, which is why Examiner combined Tayloe with AAPA. To reiterate, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

3. On page 7 of the Response, Applicant proceeds to assert that AAPA "does not disclose 
switching to one of the SIM cards according to the priorities." While Examiner agrees that 
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AAPA does not disclose switching between multiple SIM cards in a single phone according to 
priorities, Examiner disagrees that AAPA does not teach switching SIM cards according to 
priorities. AAPA explicitly teaches that a user will switch out phone cards according to cost 
concerns when traveling between different networks to ensure that the phone operates with the 
SIM that offers the lowest cost services on any given network (page 1, line 28-page 3, line 2). 
For example, AAPA teaches "it is important to switch to a SIM card achieving the least 
expensive connection path to the destination when making a call" (page 2, lines 6-8). As such, 
Examiner asserts that AAPA discloses "switching to one of the SIM cards according to the 
priorities ." However, AAPA does not teach having a single phone containing multiple SIM cards 
perform the switching. 

4. Simply, Examiner asserts that Tayloe teaches a phone containing multiple SIM cards, 
where the multiple SIM cards use a priority system to connect to a "best network," such that the 
single phone has multiple SIM cards connected to a given network at any point in time. AAPA 
teaches that there are instances in which one SIM card will offer a much lower cost connection 
than another SIM card, such that "it is important to switch to a SIM card achieving the least 
expensive connection path to the destination when making a call" (page 2, lines 6-8). However, 
AAPA does not teach using a single phone containing multiple SIM cards to perform the 
switching. Therefore, Examiner maintains that Tayloe and AAPA, in combination, teach using a 
single phone containing multiple SIM cards to switch between SIM cards that can connect to a 
given network in order to achieve a lowest cost connection for the phone on a particular network. 
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5. Applicant's further argues on pages 7-8 that the cited prior art does not render obvious 
the limitations of the dependent claims due to the above alleged deficiencies. Examiner 
maintains that the cited prior art is not deficient, as outlined above. 

6. In view of the foregoing, Examiner maintains that the claims are obvious in view of the 
cited prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 1 1, 12, 14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tayloe (USPN 5,987,325) in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art. 

9. Regarding claims 1, 8, and 16, Tayloe discloses a method and apparatus for switching 
between multiple SIM cards within a telephone, the method comprising the steps of and the 
apparatus comprising means for: storing a plurality of internal ID codes, each of which identifies 
a direct service provider of one of the SIM cards ("data for more than one providing network") 
(col. 4, lines 26-47); storing a priority table ("best" network), comprising priorities of 
cooperation for the SIM cards with the compatible service provider (col. 4, lines 26-47) where 
the phone will rank networks depending on factors such as "personal preference, cost, reliability, 
perhaps throughput . . and perhaps user priority" to pick the "best" network based on the 
capabilities of the SIM cards; receiving an ID code identifying one of the service providers (col. 
4, lines 26-47) where this is inherent since the phone will only connect to networks for which it 
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has received an ID code; comparing the received ID code to each of the internal ID codes (col. 4, 
lines 26-47) where this is inherent since the phone will only connect to networks with which it is 
capable of communicating; and switching to one of the SIM cards (col. 5, lines 10-15 and col. 5, 
lines 25-30). 

Tayloe does not expressly disclose switching to one of the SIM cards according to the 
priorities when the service provider identified by the received ID code is recognized as the 
compatible one of the SIM card switched to, identified by the corresponding internal ID code. 
Rather, Tayloe discloses that the multiple SIM cards are connected simultaneously to either a 
single network or different networks such the user can choose between the different SIM cards 
(col. 5, lines 10-15 and col. 5, lines 25-30). However, Tayloe does disclose prioritizing the 
networks (col. 4, lines 26-47) and having the phone automatically make selections of the best 
network (col. 4, lines 26-47) and security mode within a selected SIM card (col. 5, lines 25-3 1). 
Applicant teaches as prior art that users will select between SIM cards in order to select a SIM 
card with which the user can make the least expensive call (page 1, line 28-page 3, line 2). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to allow the system to switch to one of the SIM cards according to the priorities in 
order to allow the user to use the SIM card that will provide the "best" service for the call. 

10. Regarding claims 2 and 9, Tayloe in view of Applicant discloses that the internal ID 
codes further identify a provider compatible with the direct providers of the SIM cards (Tayloe: 
col. 4, line 56-col. 5, line 9). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 4 and 1 1, Tayloe in view of Applicant discloses that the priorities 
correspond to fee rates under the cooperation for the SIM cards with the compatible service 
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provider and the fee rate of the cooperation for the SIM card switched to with the compatible 
service provider is the lowest (Tayloe: col, 4, lines 26-47 and Applicant: page 1, line 28-page 3, 
line 2). 

12. Regarding claim 5, Tayloe in view of Applicant do not expressly disclose activating a 
Standby mode on the telephone; however, Examiner takes official notice that activating a 
Standby mode on a telephone is well-known in the art as a means for conserving power. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to activate a Standby mode on the telephone in order to conserve power. 

13. Regarding claims 6 and 12, Tayloe in view of Applicant discloses that the switching of 
the SIM cards is activated immediately after the telephone is turned on (Tayloe: Fig. 3 and col. 4, 
lines 20-47). 

14. Regarding claims 7 and 14, Tayloe in view of Applicant suggests that the switching of 
the SIM cards is activated immediately after a Send key of the telephone is pressed. Tayloe 
discloses selecting a SIM card before a call is placed (col. 5, lines 25-3 1). Tayloe in view of 
Applicant suggest automatically making the selection of the SIM card based upon priorities 
(Tayloe: col. 4, lines 26-47 and Applicant: page 1, line 28-page 3, line 2). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to switch to the 
SIM card after the Send key is pressed in order to allow the system to automatically select the 
appropriate SIM card at the time a call is placed. 

15. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tayloe (USPN 
5,987,325) in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art as applied to claim 8 above, and further in 
view of Phillips et al. (USPN 6,400,965). 
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16. Regarding claim 13, Tayloe in view of Applicant does not expressly disclose that the 
switch is a multiplexer. Phillips teaches, in a cellular phone handset, using a multiplexer as a 
switch in a SIM card reader in order to eliminate the cost of spring contacts (col. 5, lines 43-46). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use a multiplexer as the switch in order to eliminate the cost of spring contacts. 

Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Rhawi (USPN 6,829,472), see entire document which pertains to prioritizing 
networks for a mobile phone and Molne (USPN 5,999,81 1), see entire document which pertains 
to prioritizing networks for a mobile phone. 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272-3 152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel J. Ryman 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2665 
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